UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING

Friday, December 6, 2013 — 8:30 a.m.
UDOT Rampton Complex
1* Floor Njord Conference Room
4501 South 2700 West
Salt Lake City, UT
801-965-4103

AGENDA
ITEM 1.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES

ITEM 2. PUBLIC COMMENTS
ITEM 3. UDOT SCOREBOARD

ITEM 4. PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING

A. 2014 STIP Amendment #3
1. Funding Adjustments — At Award and Post Construction
2. Rehabilitation Program — List Approval
3. WFRC TIP Amendments — Project Approvals

B. Aeronautics
1. SCIP Programming Adjustments

C. SIB Guidelines Revision

ITEM 5. REQUEST FOR USE OF CORRIDOR PRESERVATION FUNDS
A. Heirs of Mildred Schenck — West Davis Corridor
B. Property Reserve, Inc. — Mountain View Corridor

ITEM 6. ACCOMPLISHMENTS, CONDITIONS AND NEEDS REPORT
A. ITS Development and Operations
B. Aeronautics

ITEM 7. EXPRESS LANES UPDATE

ITEM 8. PROJECT UPDATES
A. 10600 South Interchange Improvements
B. UVU Roundabout Project
C. I1-80/US-89 Study
D. Economic Impacts Study — Seasonal Roads

ITEM 9. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS
A. FHWA Report
B. Commission Committee Reports
C. Upcoming Transportation Commission Meetings

January 17, 2014 — Salt Lake City July 2014 — No meetings scheduled
February 14, 2014 - Salt Lake City August 14-15, 2014 — Lehi

March 20-21, 2014 — Santa Clara September 11-12, 2014 — Salt Lake City
April 17-18, 2014 — Salt Lake City October 9-10, 2014 — Bountiful

May 15-16, 2014 — Monticello November 13-14, 2014 — Price

June 12-13, 2014 — Roosevelt December 5, 2014 — Salt Lake City

# # #



Utah Transportation Commission Meeting

Agenda Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013

Agenda Item: 1

Subject: Approval of Minutes

Background:

Exhibits:

November 14, 2013 — UDOT/Commission Tour
November 14, 2013 — Staff Update Meeting
November 15, 2013 — Commission Meeting

Commission Action Requested:

Approval of Minutes




Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item #: 3

Agenda Item Title: UDOT Scoreboard

Presented by: Jason Davis/Randy Park

Background:

Reports will be given on UDOT’s Safety and Construction program.

Exhibits/Handouts: Safety and Construction Info

Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

_ X _For Information/Review Only
____ For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:
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BPROJECT Utah Department of Transportation - Construction Division m
November 26, 2013

c“"e"} Projects Summary: N ( Total Amount of Current Contracts by Month )
Projects Under Construction Trend $2,500,000,000
200 $2,400,000,000
180 $2,000,000,000
\ $1,600,000,000
160

$1,200,000,000
140 $800,000,000
120 $400,000,000
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(Includes Original Contract Amount plus Change Orders)
Number of Projects Currently Under Construction: 140 Green: Shows Total Amount Paid on Current Contracts
Total Original Contract Amount of Current Projects: $1,699,956,438 Red: Shows Balance Remaining on Current Contracts
Total Change Orders of Current Projects: $25,207,816 Total Amount Paid on Current Projects: $1,613,424,617
Total Authorized Amount for Current Projects: $1,725,164,254 Balance Left on Current Projects: $111,739,637
Total Authorized Amount for Current Projects: $1,725,164,254
' ™\ Pct Time Elapsed vs Pct Project Complete:
Contractor Payments by Month
80,000,000
$70,000,000
$60,000,000
50,000,000
440,000,000
$30,000,000
:ﬁ%% Color Rating Distribution for Al Current Projects Statewide
: 78% of Current Projects are on Schedule (Green or Yellow)
s" -9 P Y e s” > ~P Current Projects on Schedule: 109
‘q@' & @ ‘8\ Projects Given "Green" Status: 98 70%
‘pi‘* f f ¥ i‘,('3“ Projects Given "Yellow" Status: 1 8%
Projects Given "Red" Status: 31 22%
Monthly Contractor Payments for Last Calendar Month f;c:/eon: Percent Time Elapsed does not exceed Percent Project Complete by More Than

Yellow: Percent Time Elapsed exceeds Percent Project Complete by More Than 15%,
OCTOBER 2013 $43,531,873 Less Than 30%

Red: Percent Time Elapsed exceeds Percent Project Complete by More Than 30%

( Contract Award vs. Engineer's Estimate A

B Onginal Contract Amt & Enginesrs Estimate

L Y,
Most Recent 30 Projects:
Awarded Bids Under Total Engineer's Estimates by: $5,732,184
Per Cent of Total Engineer’s Estimates 10.85%

1of?
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PROJECT

DEVELOPMENT

Utah Department of Transportation - Construction Division

November 26, 2013

Current Projects Summary:

( Total Amount of Current Contracts by Month )

' )
Projects Under Construction Trend $2,800,000,000
200
/I-‘ $2,400,000,000/
180 Yo . = $2,000,000,000
~ $1,600,000,000
160 / \
: - $1,200,000,000
o B804 £800,000,000
120 400,000,000
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(Includes Original Contract Amount plus Change Orders)
Number of Projects Currently Under Construction: 140 Green: Shows Total Amount Paid on Current Contracts
Total Oniginal Contract Amount of Current Projects: $1,699,956,438 Red: Shows Balance Remaining on Current Contracts
Total Change Orders of Current Projects: $25,207,816 Total Amount Paid on Current Projects: $1,613,424,617
Total Authorized Amount for Current Projects: $1,725,164,254 Balance Left on Current Projects: $111,739,637
Total Authorized Amount for Current Projects: $1,725,164,254
4 ) Pct Time Elapsed vs Pct Project Complete:
Contractor Payments by Month
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$70,000,000
$60,000,000
$50,000,000
40,000,000
$30,000,000
gg%% Color Rating Distribution for All Current Projects Statewide
78% of Current Projects are on Schedule (Green or Yellow)
-? PR s’? Current Projects on Schedule: 109
« Projects Given "Green" Status: 98 70%
“f e 0‘9"&\ £ NEY f 6&‘?:‘3‘ Projects Given "Yellow" Status: 1 8%
Projects Given "Red" Status: 31 22%
Monthly Contractor Payments for Last Calendar Month f;s/eon: Percent Time Elapsed does not exceed Percent Project Complete by More Than
OCTOBER 2013 $43,531,873 \L(:g:\q_:h ::n;:(e);ot Time Elapsed exceeds Percent Project Complete by More Than 15%,
Red: Percent Time Elapsed exceeds Percent Project Complete by More Than 30%
( N

i Onginal Contract Amt W Engineers Estimate

Contract Award vs. Engineer's Estimate

N\ /
Most Recent 30 Projects:
Awarded Bids Under Total Engineer's Estimates by: $5,732,184
10.85%

Per Cent of Total Engineer's Estimates
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Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item #: 4A-1

Agenda Item Title: 2014 STIP Amendment #3
Programming Funding Adjustments at Award & Post Construction

Presented by: Bill Lawrence

The following attached tables detail the requested Programming Adjustments at
Award and Post Construction. These projects, due to good bids, were awarded below
the engineer’s estimate, or have funding available at post construction. These funds
are available to reprogram.

Refer to the attached lists: Programming Award Adjustments and Programming Post
Construction Adjustments.

Exhibits/Handouts: Table of Projects with Funding Adjustments at Award
Table of Projects with Funding Adjustments at Post Construction
Table of Region’s Un-Programmed Balances as of 11-25-2013

Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

____For Information/Review Only
_X For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:

Approval to transfer funding as detailed in the two tables

Fact sheet prepared by: Robert Pelly Date submitted:
Fact sheet reviewed by senior leader: Bill Lawrence 11-25-2013
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Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item # 4A-2

Agenda Item Title: 2014 STIP Amendment #3
Pavement Rehabilitation Program — List Approval

Presented by: Bill Lawrence

Background:

Request approval of FY 2014 Pavement Rehabilitation Program list of
projects.

Modifications to the list:

e Region One’s request is to add the US-89, SR-232; Concrete Repair
project for $2.75 million. The project is funded from the Region’s un-
programmed balance.

e Region Three’s request is to add the I-15; Santaquin Canyon to South
Payson Interchange project. The scope of the project is to rotomill off
the micro-surfacing and apply a Bonded Wearing Coarse. The project
is funded at $4.6 million from the region’s un-programmed balance.

e Region Four’s request is to add the US-89; Ephraim Main Street, MP
261.63 to MP 263.7 project. The scope of the project would be to
rotomill 2” and fill with 2” of SMA. The project is funded at $1.85
million of NHPP funds from the Region’s efficiency fund.

Exhibits/Handouts FY 2014 Pavement Rehabilitation Program List of Projects
Project Location Maps
Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

____For Information/Review Only
_X For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:
Approve the FY 2014 Pavement Rehabilitation Program list

Fact sheet prepared by: Robert Pelly Date submitted:
Fact sheet reviewed by senior leader: Bill Lawrence |11-25-2013
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Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item #: 4A-3

Agenda Item Title: 2014 STIP Amendment #3
WEFRC TIP Amendments — Funding and Scope Modifications

Presented by: Bill Lawrence

WFRC TIP Amendments:

Adams Avenue; Washington Blvd. to 5600 South - PIN 8559, request to add $690,000 of
STP_URB_O/L funding, ($643,287 of Federal Aid and $46,713 of matching funds). Washington
Terrace has requested the additional funding to construct this facility at the proposed 5-lane cross
section with improvements to curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Current Fund Amount: $4,634,774 : New
Requested Amount: $5,324,774

. 1300 South; 500 West to 700 West Bridge Rehabilitation Project — PIN 6621, request to add $1.0

million of STP_URB_SL funds ($932,300 of Federal Aid and $67,700 of matching fund). The
request for additional funding is due to the fact that current funding is not adequate to meet the
projected total design and construction costs for this project. Current Fund Amount: $10,041,295:
New Requested Amount: $11,041,295

L 5600 West; 6300 South to 7000 South, West Jordan — PIN 8100, request to add $750,000 of

additional STP_URB_SL funds. West Jordan requests additional funds for the 5600 West (SR-
172); 6200 South to 7000 South project, with $500,000 of new Urban STP funds, and that $250,000
of STP funds be transferred from the 5600 West; 7800 South to 8600 South project — PIN 10009.
And if there are any cost savings, that the funds be moved back to the original 5600 West; 7800
South to 8600 South project. Current Fund Amount: $5,374,695.02: New Requested Amount:
$803,695.02

4800 West; Skye Drive to 10200 South — PIN 10005, additional scope to include trail
improvements. South Jordan requests approval to expand the project scope to connect the multi-use
trail to Skye Drive, a distance of 1570 feet beyond the current end point of the trail being
constructed with this project. No additional funds are requested. Current Fund Amount:
$6,497,908.00: New Requested Amount: $6,497,908.00

Exhibits/Handouts: Project Photos
Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

___ For Information/Review Only
_X For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:

Approval for additional funding and scope change to the projects listed, and
pending WFRC approval

Fact sheet prepared by: Robert Pelly Date submitted:
Fact sheet reviewed by senior leader: Bill Lawrence | 11-25-2013
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Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item #: 4B

Agenda Item Title: Aeronautics — SCIP Programming Adjustments

Presented by: Bill Lawrence

Background:

As part of the 2014-18 SCIP (Statewide Airport Capital Improvement Program),
pavement preservation projects were approved by the Transportation Commission on
July 19, 2013 for the Monticello and Parowan Airports.

Recent updated cost estimates for these projects indicate that the original planning level
estimates were too low and additional funding is required.

e Monticello Airport
o Commission Approved Amount = $100,000
o New Cost Estimate Amount = $141,476
* $41,476 additional funding

e Parowan Airport
o Commission Approved Amount = $135,000
o New Cost Estimate Amount = $181,428
*  $46,428 additional funding

Exhibits/Handouts: Monticello 2014_SCIP_Pavement Maint.PDF
Monticello Airport Map
Parowan 2014 SCIP_Pavement Maint.PDF
Parowan Airport Map
Aeronautics Budget Overview

Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

__For Information/Review Only
X _For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:
Approval to add additional funding, as detailed, for the Monticello and Parowan
Airports

Fact sheet prepared by: Matthew Swapp Date submitted:
Fact sheet reviewed by senior leader: Bill Lawrence November 25, 2013




SCIP PROJECT SCOPE

AIRPORT:  Monticello Municipal Airport g‘éigmc FY 2014

PROJECT  pPayement Preservation — Crack Seal, Seal Coat and Paint

TITLE:
1

Project Funding:
State Grant Amount: $90,000
Sponsor Match: $10,000

Total amount Available:  $100,000

Project Scope/Description:

Purpose: Crack seal, fog seal and paint all airport pavements.

Need: Regularly maintaining asphalt pavement by crack and fog sealing prolongs the
life of the existing pavement. The airport pavement is exhibiting some raveling and
cracking. Sealing the pavement now will slow the deterioration process and extend the
timeframe needed before future repaving. The airport pavements were constructed in
2011.

Detailed scope of work items:
1. Project design, bidding, and construction observation by engineer.
2. Contractor will route, clean, and seal existing cracks on Runway, Taxiways and
Apron pavement.
3. Contractor will fog seal Runway, Taxiways and Apron pavement with
emulsified asphalt rejuvenator.
4. Contractor will re-stripe Runway, Taxiways and Apron pavement markings per
specifications of FAA AC 150/5340-1L.
See enclosed site map and opinion of probable cost.

SCIP PROJECT SCHEDULE
AIRPORT:  Monticello FUNDING 2014
Municipal Airport VEAR
?f&';m Pavement Preservation — Crack Seal, Seal Coat and Paint
SCHEDULE

MILESTONE DATE
Design Kick-off Meeting 11/1/2013
Plan.s, Specifications and Estimate 12/1572013
Review
Project Advertisement 1/1/2014
Bid opening 2/1/2014
Notice to Proceed 2/15/2014
Project Completion 6/1/2014




SCIP PROJECT SCOPING ESTIMATE

AIRPORT: ; STATE FUNDING
Mon?ufello . CRANT $90,000 VAR 2014
Municipal Airport AMOUNT;

PROJECT :

TITLE, Pavement Preservation

SCOPING ESTIMATE
ITEM COST

Engineering and Administration Fees * $10,500.00

Construction Inspection Fees 2 $9,000.00

Construction Costs > $121,976.00

Total $141,476.00

! If scope differs from the project description, a new project description will be assigned
along with a new SCIP rating.

2 Negotiated Engineering, Administration and Construction Inspection. Documentation
must be provided if requested. All fees must not exceed 16.2% of the total project cost.

3 Attach Scoping Estimate with major work items and associated unit costs.

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

Division of Aeronautics Date

APPROVED BY THE UDOT TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ON:

Date
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SCIP PROJECT SCOPE

AIRPORT:  Parowan Municipal Airport TONDING  FY 2014

2‘;3:’;” Pavement Preservation —~ Crack Seal, Seal Coat and Paint
1

Project Funding:
State Grant Amount: $121,500
Sponsor Match: $13.500

Total amount Available:  $135,000

Project Scope/Description:

Purpose: Crack seal, fog seal and paint all airport pavements.

Need: Regularly maintaining asphalt pavement by crack and fog sealing prolongs the
life of the existing pavement. The airport pavement is exhibiting some raveling and
cracking. Sealing the pavement now will slow the deterioration process and extend the
timeframe needed before future repaving. The airport pavements were last sealed in
2008.

Detailed scope of work items:
1. Project design, bidding, and construction observation by engineer.

2. Contractor will route, clean, and seal existing cracks on Runway, Taxiways and
Apron pavement.
3. Contractor will fog seal Runway, Taxiways and Apron pavement with
emulsified asphalt rejuvenator.
4. Contractor will re-stripe Runway, Taxiways and Apron pavement markings per
specifications of FAA AC 150/5340-1L.
See enclosed site map and opinion of probable cost.

SCIP PROJECT SCHEDULE
AIRPORT:  Parowan "‘;‘E”:'I)JNG 2014
2}‘&’;“ Pavement Preservation — Crack Seal, Seal Coat and Paint
SCHEDULE

MILESTONE DATE
Design Kick-off Meeting 11/1/2013
Plan.s, Specifications and Estimate 121572013
Review
Project Advertisement 1/1/2014
Bid opening 2/1/2014
Notice to Proceed 2/15/2014
Project Completion 6/1/2014




SCIP PROJECT SCOPING ESTIMATE

AIRPORT: STATE FUNDING
Parowan CRANT $135,000 VEAR 2014
AMOUNT:
PROJECT -
TITLE: Pavement Preservation
SCOPING ESTIMATE
ITEM COST
Engineering and Administration Fees > $12,500.00
Construction Inspection Fees * $12,000.00
Construction Costs > $156,427.70
Total $181,427.70

' If scope differs from the project description, a new project description will be assigned
along with a new SCIP rating.

2 Negotiated Engineering, Administration and Construction Inspection. Documentation
must be provided if requested. All fees must not exceed 16.2% of the total project cost.

3 Attach Scoping Estimate with major work items and associated unit costs.

RECOMMENDED FOR APPROVAL:

Division of Aeronautics Date

APPROVED BY THE UDOT TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ON:

Date
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Utah Transportation Commission Meeting
Agenda Item Fact Sheet

Commission Meeting Date: December 6, 2013 Agenda Item #: 4C

Agenda Item Title: State Infrastructure Bank Guidelines Update

Presented By: Bill Lawrence

Background:

The Utah Legislature, in the 1997 General Session, passed SB-175, which created the
Transportation Infrastructure Loan Fund, which is now known as the State
Infrastructure Bank (SIB).

The SIB Program was set up for local agencies and transportation agencies to borrow
money under contract to help fund infrastructure projects.

The bill gave authority to the Commission to prioritize and approve projects that
utilize this program.

The bill gave the Department the responsibility to administer the funds.

SIB Guidelines were established to administer this program.

The 2013 Utah Legislature passed H.B. 377, adding $20 million to the SIB.

This recommended action is to update the SIB guidelines to include that the interest
rate applied may be the rate presented on the date of Commission approval, as well as
loans approved by the Commission but not executed within 6 months, are to be
brought back to the Commission for further review and action (see exhibit).

Exhibits/Handouts: State Infrastructure Bank Guidelines

Audio/Visual:

Commission Action Requested:

__ For Information/Review Only
X For Commission Approval

Motion Needed for Approval:

Approval of the State Infrastructure Bank Guidelines

Fact sheet prepared by: Robert Pelly Date Submitted:
Fact sheet reviewed by senior leader: Bill Lawrence November 24, 2013




Utah Department of Transportation
Programming Division

STATE INFRASTRUCTURE BANK FUND

PROGRAM DESCRIPTION
(Revised November 2013)

Utah Department of Transportation
4501 South 2700 West
Salt Lake City, Utah 84119-3600
(801) 964-4468



State Infrastructure Bank
Loan Fund Guidelines

The purpose of the State Infrastructure Bank (SIB) Loan Fund is to provide loans and
assistance to improve transportation infrastructure in the State of Utah. The program
is intended to be an innovative financing tool that will offer financing options not
previously available in meeting infrastructure needs.

The Transportation Commission will receive and review requests for loans from the
SIB. The following are guidelines that the Commission may use in evaluating the
requests for these loans:

e No one entity can borrow more than 25% of the total fund.

o This would allow a minimum of four loans. (If after a year, and not
enough requests are made, this rule may be relaxed to allow a higher
percentage of the total fund).

o Projects having a direct benefit to the State Highway System are
exempt of the 25% limitation.

e Interest rate tied to of the State of Utah bonding rate and loan duration

o Loan term 0-3 years: + 0.5%

o Loan term 4-7 years: + 0.75%

o Loan term 8-10 years: +1.0%

o Interest rate applied may be the current rate presented on the date of
Commission approval of the loan request.

o Any loan approved by the Commission but not executed within 6
months must return to the Commission for further review. The review
may include continuation, adjustment or termination of the loan.

o

e For acceptable applications, the project review and prioritization may include
but not be limited to consideration of the criteria outlined below:

o Requests of shorter terms. (Creates an increased opportunity to apply
for these revolving funds).

o Projects using the SIB loan as a smaller percent of the total project.

o Projects designed and ready to be advertised.

o Projects that will encourage enhance and/or create economic benefits.
o Projects that improve safety, reduce congestion, etc...

o Projects with high public support

o Projects having the most secure sources of funding to repay the SIB
loan.



